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on behalf of the Federal Government as a con-
tractor or employee, including—

(A) interviews of the individual, the employer
of the individual, former employers of the indi-
vidual, and friends, family, and other sources
who might have relevant knowledge of the indi-
vidual;, and

(B) reviews of—

(i) educational and employment records;

(ii) criminal and other legal records; and

(iii) credit history;

(3) the term ‘‘background investigation sup-
port services’ means the clerical, administra-
tive, and technical support services provided to
various functions critical to the background in-
vestigation process, including—

(A) initial processing and scheduling of inves-
tigative requests;

(B) information technology and information
technology support;

(C) file maintenance;

(D) imaging or copying of investigation docu-
ments; and

(E) mail processing; and

(4) the term ‘‘quality review process’ means
performing the final quality review of a back-
ground investigation to ensure investigative, ad-
ministrative, and other required standards have
been met before the completed background in-
vestigation is delivered to the adjudicating
agency.

SEC. 3. LIMITATION ON CONTRACTING TO PRE-
VENT ORGANIZATIONAL CONFLICTS
OF INTEREST.

Notwithstanding any other provision of law,
after the date of enactment of this Act, a con-
tract may not be entered into, and an extension
of or option on a contract may not be exercised,
with a contractor to conduct a quality review
process relating to background investigation
fieldwork services or background investigation
support services if the contractor is performing
the services to be reviewed.

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the com-
mittee-reported substitute amendment
be agreed to; the bill, as amended, be
read a third time; and the Senate pro-
ceed to a vote on passage.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The committee-reported amendment
in the nature of a substitute was
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading and was read the
third time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
further debate?

If not, the bill having been read the
third time, the question is, Shall it
pass?

The bill (S. 2061), as amended, was
passed.

Mr. PRYOR. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the motion to reconsider be
considered made and laid upon the
table, with no intervening action or de-
bate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

ENHANCE LABELING, ACCESSING,
AND BRANDING OF ELECTRONIC
LICENSES ACT OF 2014

Mr. PRYOR. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to the im-
mediate consideration of Calendar No.
570, S. 2583.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.
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The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (S. 25683) to promote the non-exclu-
sive use of electronic labeling for devices li-
censed by the Federal Communications Com-
mission.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
read a third time and passed and the
motion to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The bill S. 25683 was ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, was read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

S. 25683

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.
This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Enhance La-

beling, Accessing, and Branding of Elec-
tronic Licenses Act of 2014 or the “E-
LABEL Act”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) The Federal Communications Commis-
sion (referred to in this section as the ‘‘Com-
mission’’) first standardized physical labels
for licensed products such as computers,
phones, and other electronic devices in 1973,
and the Commission has continually refined
physical label requirements over time.

(2) As devices become smaller, compliance
with physical label requirements can become
more difficult and costly.

(3) Many manufacturers and consumers of
licensed devices in the United States would
prefer to have the option to provide or re-
ceive important Commission labeling infor-
mation digitally on the screen of the device,
at the discretion of the user.

(4) An electronic labeling option would
give flexibility to manufacturers in meeting
labeling requirements.

SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION FOR FEDERAL COMMU-
NICATIONS COMMISSION TO ALLOW
ELECTRONIC LABELING.

Title VII of the Communications Act of
1934 (47 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following:

“SEC. 720. OPTIONAL ELECTRONIC LABELING OF
COMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT.

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section—

‘(1) the term ‘electronic labeling’ means
displaying required labeling and regulatory
information electronically; and

‘“(2) the term ‘radiofrequency device with
display’ means any equipment or device
that—

‘“(A) is required under regulations of the
Commission to be authorized by the Commis-
sion before the equipment or device may be
marketed or sold within the United States;
and

‘“(B) has the capability to digitally display
required labeling and regulatory informa-
tion.

“(b) REQUIREMENT TO PROMULGATE REGU-
LATIONS FOR ELECTRONIC LABELING.—Not
later than 9 months after the date of enact-
ment of the Enhance Labeling, Accessing,
and Branding of Electronic Licenses Act of
2014, the Commission shall promulgate regu-
lations or take other appropriate action, as
necessary, to allow manufacturers of radio-
frequency devices with display the option to
use electronic labeling for the equipment in
place of affixing physical labels to the equip-
ment.”.

SEC. 4. SAVINGS CLAUSE.

The amendment made by section 3 shall
not be construed to affect the authority of
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the Federal Communications Commission
under section 302 of the Communications Act
of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 302a) to provide for elec-
tronic labeling of devices.

———————

UNITED STATES-ISRAEL  STRA-
TEGIC PARTNERSHIP ACT OF 2014

Mr. PRYOR. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to the im-
mediate consideration of Calendar No.
492, S. 2673.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (S. 2673) to enhance the strategic
partnership between the United States and
Israel.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. PRYOR. I further ask unanimous
consent that the Boxer amendment,
which is at the desk, be agreed to; the
bill, as amended, be read a third time
and passed; and the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table with no intervening action or
debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment (No. 3933) was agreed
to, as follows:

(Purpose: To designate Israel as a program
country under the Visa Waiver Program if
Israel complies with the generally applica-
ble requirements)

Beginning on page 8, strike line 1 and all
that follows through page 9, line 23, and in-
sert the following:

SEC. 9. STATEMENT OF POLICY REGARDING THE

VISA WAIVER PROGRAM.

It shall be the policy of the United States
to include Israel in the list of countries that
participate in the visa waiver program under
section 217 of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1187) when Israel satisfies,
and as long as Israel continues to satisfy, the
requirements for inclusion in such program
specified in such section.

The bill (S. 2673), as amended, was or-
dered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, was read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

S. 2673

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘United
States-Israel Strategic Partnership Act of
2014,

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:

(1) The people and the Governments of the
United States and of Israel share a deep and
unbreakable bond, forged by over 60 years of
shared interests and shared values.

(2) Today, the people and Governments of
the United States and of Israel are facing a
dynamic and rapidly changing security envi-
ronment in the Middle East and North Afri-
ca, necessitating deeper cooperation on a
range of defense, security, and intelligence
matters.

(3) From Gaza, Hamas continues to deny
Israel’s right to exist and persists in firing
rockets indiscriminately at population cen-
ters in Israel.

(4) Hezbollah—with support from Iran—
continues to stockpile rockets and may be
seeking to exploit the tragic and volatile se-
curity situation within Syria.

(5) The Government of Iran continues to
pose a grave threat to the region and the
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